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'Fifth v U.S. Circuit 

Cotwt 

firmed* a lower-court decision 
that blocked the perjury, trial 
of New Orleans businessman 
Clay tv Sha\v,.accused of lying- 1 
in the 1969 investigation of the 
assassination of . ’ President 
Kennedy. ■ ' 

•' | District Attorney Jim ^Garri^ 
son had lodged 'the perjury 
charges against Shaw two 
days . after- ; Shaw and others 
were / acquitted 4 pf conspiracy 
to kiH 0 the^^esident , 


Sha^^hs' found ihhp^nt of 

pistrict Colift here in 1969. , 

^Twof days later, : Gairrisoj* 
tChjfge5 : j:that Shaw- had.; ; liett 
uh£er oath:- when; he testified; 
that : L he^f never V.kneiy r £e$ 
foafvey Oswald, accused slayer. ^ 

him a fair decision. 1 
named as a coconspirator. fcv.ixr k 

Shaw theri won a .U.S.;Dis-; 



had acEeS in Bad faith m filing 
the perjury'pharge; 

% : The. Fifth :U.S,:Circuit,Court 
of; Appeals’ took % .Garrison's 
plea 'for . a reversal^of , the.r 
ipg under advisement after an 
hourJong Shearing in “ which 
^the {district attorney’s lawyer 
argued, thatv Judge Jferherim 
{Christenberry j hadn’tS giyep 

{ Key; . ‘arguments were on 
,whether , r the GarrisofirShaw 
legal 
pre- 
prosecution 


' { ' “ i l -‘ ' ‘ * - j ‘ A 

cases and whether Shaw’s ac- 
quittal ‘ was V based bn the 'al-' 
leged perjury; 

Garrison held that Shaw’s 
denial a that he knew- -either . 
man , constituted.pefiufy,iahdr 
that the trial jui^-s verdict of 
innocent: did ..pot meaif r that. 
the * j urors had accepted every- 
thing Shaw said : as truth . / 

The plea also argued that. 
Judge' Christenberyy displayed ‘ 
obvious/bias against Garrison, ; 
and that no ! legal precedent 
upheld the ruling. 
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